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TO THE 


Animadverſions 


ON TWO 


PAMPHLETIS 


Lately Publiſh'd 
By Mr. COLLIER, &c. 


EFOREI engage the Argument, it may not be 
B amiſs to premiſe one Word concerning the Perfor- 
mance. This Author has rallyed the 0/4 ObjeCtions 
againſt the Abſolution of Sir William Perkins, drawn them 
up in a new Figure, and propoſed them in a Method of 
Advantage. And to do him juſtice, in the firſt part of his 
Undertaking, He may be faid to have done ſomething 


more, He ſeems to have reinforced the Biſhops Declarets- 


0n, with ſome New Obſervations, and Reaſonings of his 


-OWNn. 


His Objections againſt my Condu&t in the Abſolution, 
are branched into two general Heads. The one relates to 
the Church, the ether to the Szare. . 
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I ſhall begin with this Gentleman in his own Method. 
His firſt Attempt is to, take off the Teſtimonies of Anti- 
quity, from which I had ſufficiently proved that Abſoluti- 
on with Impoſition of Hands, was the general PraQtice of 
the Antient Church. The Animadverter grants the Proof 
of this Point, but diſputes the Application. The Abſolation 
(lays he) in which choſe Antients made uſe- of Impoſition of 
| Hands, was. not, ſuch an Abſolutton: as that in 
Animad. which Mr. © -— was concern'd : But an Abſoluth 
P.4,5. or of Perſons Excommunicated, and given them 
at their Reconcilement to the Church. 
To diſarm this ObjeQion, I ſhall endeavour to make 
good three things. 


Firſt, That upon the Animadverter's own Principles, 
Impoſition of Hands could'not be contined to the Occaſions 
he mentions, without great Refletion upon the Ax- 
tients. | 

Secondly, That ſuppoſing all my Inſtances of Antiquity 
did relate to Excommunicated Perſons, &Cc. this does not 
make them unſerviceable to the Purpoſe they were brought 
for. 

Thirdly, That in FaQt, Ab(olution, with Impoſetion of 
Hanas, was given in other Caſes beſides the Reconcilement 
of. Offenders. 


1{t, That upon the Animadverter's Principles, Impoſition 
of Hands could not be confin'd to the Occaſions he. men- 
trons, without great Reflefrion upon the Arntrents. 

The Animadverter affirms, That the Fathers look*d upon 
thoſe to whom this Ceremony was applyed, as deprived of the 
Holy Gho#t. But that the Antient Church did not always. 
fuppoſe This, will appear, if we conſider that,as the Animad- 
verter obſerves, Impoſition of Hands was given after the Point. 
of Sarisfattion was adjuſted. "This. Ceremony in the Amni- 
wadverter's Opinion, was a Ratification of Articles between. 
the Penitent, and the Charch. It ſuppoſed the Peace con- 
| cluded, 
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cluded, and gave an Admiſſion to the Privitedges of the 
former Allyance, Now in many caſes this Satisfattion could 
not-be made without running through 'a long Courſe of 
Pennance, without extraordinary Abſtinence, and a great 
many other Inſtances of Diſcipline, and Mortification. 
They were abridged in almoſt all the Entertainments and 
Conveniencies of Life, and paſſed their Time worſe than 
common Poverty could have uſed them. Their Habit and 
Devotions, their Retirement and publick Appearance, were 
all of them apparent Signs of unuſual Severity, and Sorrow, 
and Submiſſion. And theſe Exerciſes of Humiliation were 
ſometimes continued for ſeveral Years. A Humiliation 

which had admirable effe&ts upon the Chriſtians of thoſe 
Times. And as the Apoſtle ſpeaks in a like caſe ; What 
Carefullneſs did it work in them ? What clearing of them- 
ſelves ? What Indignation? What Fear ? &c. 2 Cor, vil. 11. 
And can a Man praiſe all theſe Rigours upon himſelf, 


and ſubdue the Powers of Cuſtom, and Inclination, with- 


out the Aſſiſtance of the Holy Gho#t ? Is it poſſible to begin 
Repentance, and carry it on through to many Stages of 
length and difficulty, by the pure Abilities of Nature? 
Can a Man practiſe ſo many prodigious Inſtances of Selt- 
denyal, and not be under the Conduct of a Divine Influ- 
ence ? This is to deny the neceſſity of Grace ; to make the 
Soul 4»i,y & in Vertue, and to give away the Aztients 
tothe Hereſie of Pelagims, - ?Tis true, the Antient Church 
did uſe Impoſition of Hands as a Mark of Authority, and a 
Circumftance of Paternal Benedi&tion: She believ'd with- 
out doubt this Application a Recommendation to God's Fa- 
vour, and'that the Communications of liis Sprirze were en- 
larged upon ſuch an Expedient, This Perſwafton is agree- 
able to the DoQrine and Prattiſe of the pros - And 
upon this view I ſuppoſe it is that our Church lays on her 
Hands at Ordination. But as our Church is far trom ſap- 
poling:thoſe who appear for Orders to be no true Chriſtians ; 
So neither did the Antients always look upon thoſe they 
Abſolved with Tmpoſition of Hands, under fach an nncom- 
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fortable Notion. They could not look upon them as entire- 
ly abandoned by Heaven ; or if they had believed them in 
this unſupported Condition, they would never have defer- 
red their Aſſiſtance ſo long, nor retus'd them: the releiving 
Ceremony, till Pennance was over, and Satisfattron made, 
as the Animadverter alerts. 


2dly, Suppoſing all my Inſtances from Antiquity did re- 
late to Excommunicated Perſons, &c, this does not make 
5 ca unſerviceable to the Purpoſe for which they were 

rought. 

To take off the force of theſe Authorities, the Arz- 
madverter ought to. prove, "That the - Antients forbad 
Impoſition of Hands, or at leaſt forbore it, in all other Ca- 
ſes of Abſolution, beſides thoſe above-mentioned : But this 
he has not in the leaſt attempted. . I have ſufficiently pro- 
ved, that prog Aootrien with Impoſition of Hands, was 


the general Practiſe of the Primitive Church. Does it not _ 


theretore lie upon the Animadverter to prove, That this 
Ceremony was appropriated to the more ſolemn and publick 
Caſes of Abſolution by him recited ? Ought he not to make 
good this Point by: ſome Fact or Doctrine, by ſome Afﬀir- 
mation, or Inſtance of Antiquity ? All the Precedezts pro- 
duced are on my fide, and many more might be alledged to 
the ſame purpoſe. So that unleſs the Animadverier can 
{how that Ab/olutzon, in the more ordinary Caſes, was ge- 
neraly given without Impoſition of Hands ; and that, in the 
Opinion of the Artients, the Neceſſities of Dying Perſons 
were reckoned among ordinary Caſes : unleſs he can ſhow 
this, it muſt follow in ——_ to what he aflerts, That 
I have the praQtiſe of the Primitive Church for my Juſtit:- 
cation. 

It he inſiſts, That the Caſes ought to have been proved 
exactly parallel : To this I anſwer (at. preſent) that there 
1s no neceſſity for ſuch a Performance. For we are to ob- 
ſerve, That the. Remains ot the. Primitive Church, with. 
Relation to Rzres and. D#cipline, are very impertett., The. 
an- 


_ ['5 
antient Litargies are moft of them loſt, That little which 

ſands upon Record, was in all likelyhood moſt remarka- 

ble ; by which we have reaſon to believe the more com- 

mon Inſtances were regulated. Churches don't uſe to al- 

ter the Solemnities of an Office upon every diverſity of Oc- 

calion. To dothis without weighty Conſiderations, would 

argue Inconſtancy, weaken the Notion of Authority, and 

introduce Diſorder and Negle&. Burt, 


3dly, I ſhall produce ſome dire& Proofs, That Abſolution, 
with Impoſition of Hands, was given in other Caſes beſides 
thoſe of the Reconcilement of Offenders. 


This Afertion I ſhall endeavour to make out by three 
Arguments. 


The firſt, That Impoſirion of Hands was given before Sa- 
ti5fattion made to the Church, as well as after. 

Secondly, That it was applyed to thoſe who were not 
under Cerſure. 
- 'Thirdiy, That private Pennance was perform'd with the 
ſame Rztes with that which was publick, 


1{t, That Impoſition of Hands was given before Satisfa- 
ion, as well as after, 

It was uſed at the beginning of Pennance, as a Cere- 
»0xy of Entrance into that State, 'To mention 
fome Authorities, Optatws will afford us two 
Inſtances very full to our Purpoſe. 

This Father tells us, 'That the Biſhops of the Dozati/ts 
FaQion pretended that the Ordination of Cacilian was null 
becauſe his Ordainer Felix was a T raditor. Ceacilian being 
willing to ſtifle the Schiſ-ze before it became too flagrant, 
very frankly ofters himſelf to be re-ordained, Upon this 
Purpurins, a Donatiit Biſhop, out of his cuſtomary Ma- 
lice, as Optatws obſerves, breaks out into this Expreſſion : 
Let himcome, (lays he) asif hewas to receive Impoſition'of 


Hands, 


Optat. contr. 
Parmen.!1').1. 
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"Hands, in order to be made 4 Biſhop, and then we will put him © 


under Pennance with this Ceremony, This Father 
elſewhere complains of theſe Sohiftnaticks, for pat- 
ting the Clergy under Pexnance, by Impoſition of Hands : 
That herein they contradicted the Prattiſe of the Catholick 


Church, aud inflicted thoſe Puniſbments upon a lower Pre- 
Fence, which were wot impoſed on Biſhops, tho? guilty of Tdola- 
' try. And herg we may ſee Impoſition of Hands was ſome- 
- times taken for Penance, and ſometimes for Reconciliation, 


as the Reader may be informed if he pleafes. 

That it was given at the beginning of Pennance, may 
be farther proved from all thoſe Caxons which forbid Imp-- 
ſition of Hands at the Degradation of the Clerzy. And here 
I mightcite ſeveral Councils ; but to avoid a I ſhall 
only produce the 11th Canon of the 5th Council of Carthage : 
by which *tis decreed, That if any Prieſts or Deacons are 
convicted of” any great Crimes, for which they muit be Degrad- 
ed: Non eis manus tanquam pcenitentibus, vel tanquam 
Fidelibus Laicis imponatur, 1. e. Let not Hands be laid on 
them, either as Peaitents, or as Faithful Laicks, From 
hence I ſhall obſerye two things. ©) 


Firſt, That Impoſition of Hands was introduttive to a 
Courſe of Pexnaxce; and not always a Mark of Privilege 
and Reconciliation, as the Animadverter affirms. *T was 
ſometimes the Beginning of Diicipline and Sorrows, and of 
Excluſion from Church-Communion. So that the reaſon 
why the Caoz iorbids laying on of Hands upon the Cler- 
gy at their Degrading, 15, becauſe this Cerexzozy would 
have put them under Pexzarce ; and Pennance, belides the 
rigour of the Diſcipline, would have barr'd them the Pri- 
yileges of Communion. Now this would have been pu- 
niſhing twice for one Fault, which was contrary to the 
Apoltles Canons, and the Practiic of the Primitive Church, 
And therefore thoſe Crimes which were Excommunication 
in the Laity, went no farther than Degradation in the 
Clergy. The loſs of Orders being then reckon'd a Pus 
nuhment, 
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niſhment, as it were, equivalent to - Excommunica- 
#708, | 


I obſerve farther from'this Canon, and bring it as a ſe- 
cond Argument for the Point, That _— of Hands 
was given to the Faithful. Now the Fazrhful, and the 
Penitents, both in the Language-of this Caron, and in 
the known ſence of Antiquity, are two ranks of Chri- 
{tians contradiſtinguiſh*d, and: oppoſed tor each. other. 
They were diſtinctly placed in the Church, and the firſt 
were-admitted to the Bleſſed Sacrament; and to: all the 
Prayers and Advantages of Communion, which the other 
had 'not. Now that Impoſition of Hands uſually receiv*d 
by the Faithfal, was an Ab/olution-Impoſition, and had 
ſome Confefſtonary reference, I prove thus in a word.” . Ei- 
ther this Tmpoſition, &c. mult relate to Abſolution or Con- 
firmation : "To Confirmation it cannot, becauſe *tis prohibi- 


ted in the Canoz, by way of Moderation and Abatement 


of Rigour : But Confirmation was always thought a Pri- 
vilege, not a Puniſhment. *Tis plain therefore 'by the 
Suppofals and Implication of the Caxox, that —_— of 
Hands was cuſtomarily - given to the Faithful, that is, to . 
thoſe who were under no Cezſare ; and Given them at 
their Ab/olation, upon their Confeſſion of thoſe Sins, which : 
were thought too light for Excommunication. 


Jdly, Private Pennance was perforn”d ' with the' fame 
Rites with that 'which was Publitk, +. 

The difference between theſe two confiſted only in the 
Abatement of the Solemnity : In ſome circumftances which' 
were to he-perform'd by Affiſtance: But the © 
Prieſts Office was the fame in both. By con. or _— nw 
ſequence the firſt muſt have Impoſitron of lib, g. cap. 31. 
Hands no leſs than the later. Now, private 
Pennance was tranſaCred © between the Prieſt, and the Pe- 
ziterr, and therefore there could be no precedent Excommu- 
xication, to make way for ſuch a Reconcilement, the” 

Hf . 


« A: 14: ns MBA: nn 2 EO 
" . od ; P " : , 


| [8] D 
Animadverter ſfappoſes : I ſay, there could be no precedent 
Excommunieation'; for ſuch a Cenſare does not uſe to. be 
made a Secret, but paſſed in the Face of the Con- 
gregation. Indeed, without publick notice the Cenſure 
could not be executed ; the Excommunicazed Perſon could 
not be treated with that Diſtance, nor refuſed in Church- 
Correſpondence, as the Puniſhment required. 

De Penit. The Learned Morinus above-mention'd, cites 
li.8.ca.15, Marianus Vidtorins, to prove, that no one was 


abſolved without Impoſition of Hands, And for this, Ma- 


r1anus quotes a Synod under Charles the Great. And in 
his Book de Penrentics publicis, He affirms, That every Ab- 
ſolution conſiſted of two things, i. e. Impoſition of Hands, 
and Prayer, That this Impoſition of Hands was twofold, 
Publick and Private. That # called Publick, which i pub- 
dickly performw'd in the Church before the Congregation. 
That # called Private, which #s given at Home, or at any 
private place. Morinus brings ſeveral other Authorities to 
the ſame purpoſe. 

And thus the Animadwerter may pleaſe to take notice, 
that Impoſition off Hands in Abſolution, was prattis'd in 
other Cafes beſides thoſe which relate to the publick Re- 


 concilement of Offenders, 


The Animadverter goes on, and endeavours to ſhew, 
that the Plea of Aztiquity, tho* never ſo well furniſh'd 
with reſembling Caſes, will not juſtifie wy Proceedings 1 
Abſolving with Impoſition of Haxds. (Animad, pag. 6.) His 
Reaſoning ſtands upon this Ground. That Rires and Ce- 
remonies are not unalterable in their own nature but are 
liable to be chang'd or aboliſh'd, as Circumſtances require, 
at the. diſcretion of every Particular or National Church. 
For this he cites Tertullian, and the 34th Article of our 


-own Church. I grant the Animadverter all this; but 


which way *rwill affect me, 1s not ſo eafie to determine. 
I never aſſerted the Neceſlity. of Impoſition of Hands, or 


that Abſolution. was imperfect without it : Neither does 


f 
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my PraQiſe ſuppoſe any ſuch thing. Well!” But #his Ce- 
nemony i not retain'd in the Church of England ; and there- 
fore the oo of the African Charch, tho? never ſo Pri-: 
mitive, i »o ſufficient Warrant ; —— For good Order and 
Uniformity require, that Particular Miniſters ſbould not 
make uſe of any Ceremonies, but what the Charch and La 
amongit us preſcribe. (Animad. p. 7,8.) : 
In anſwer to this, I can't help taking notice of his fay- 
ing, thata Miniſter of the Church of England © wor to go- 
wvern himſelf by the Charch of Carthage, &'c. This 
Sentence looks ſomewhat artificial, and-ſeems de-' *®7- 
{ign'd to miſlead the Reader into a Belief, That Impoſiriow 
of Hands in Abſolution, was only the Cuitom of St, Cypri- 
ar's Juriſdiftion, or at-molt of the Africa» Church. W 
as he may pleaſe to remember, I proved the Praiſe Gere- 
ral, and could have cited many more Teſtimonies had it 
been neceſſary. His affirming that Impoſition of Hanas is 
not retained in the Churchof England, will not hold gene- 
rally ſpeaking. For this Ceremony is retained both in Or- 
ders, and Confirmation ; whichis a ſufficient Argument of 
its being approved by the Church. But the Church does 
not retain it in her Ab/o/utions, I grant *tis not in the Ru- 
brick for that purpoſe. And therefore had it been uſed at 
the Daily Service, or upon any Solemn Occaſion regulated 
by the Church, there might have been ſome pretence for 
. Exception : But the Rabrick and A# of Uniformity menti- 
oned.by the Animadverter, provide only againſt Innovati- 
on in ſtated, and publick Adminiſtrations. *T1s in Charches, 
and Churgh-Appointments, that the Rubrick condemns a4- 
ding or diminiſhing. But this is none of the preſent caſe. 
For the Church has not preſcrib*d us any Office for E xecu- 
- tions. Every Prieſt is here left to his Liberty, both as to 
Office and Geſture, to Subſtance and Ceremony. The De- 
votion may beall private Compoſition if the Confeſſor plea- 
ſes. And when out of reſpe& to the Church, he ſelects 
any part of her Litargy,tho* the Form is publick, the Choice 


and Occaſion are private, which _— it fall under _ 
ther 
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ther Denomination; The ſeleQed-Offce in this caſe, js like 
Coyn melted:into Bullion. The pablick Impreſſion is gone ; 
ad with that, the Forfeitures fot Clipping, and. Alloy, are 
gone tbo'; and the honeſt Proprietor may add to the Quan- 
tity, 'oralter the Figure 'as he thinks fit. I confeſs, | 
the Church excepted againſt go pos of Hands in Abſo- 
lution ; Had ihe condemi'd. the Ceremony thus applyed, 
and laid a Genera Prohibition upon it; her Members ought 
to govern themſelves accordingly, and.nor to uſe it fo much 
as in private : But ſince the Church preſcribes this Rite in 
her Rebrick, and takes notice of it only by way of PraQtiſe 
and Approbation : When Matters ſtand thus I fay, her 
Non-prohibition implies Allowance in private Miniſtrations ; 
and in caſes no-ways determined by her ſelf. For pray 
what is Liberty, butthe Abſence of Command, the Silence 
of Authority, and-leaving —_ in their natural Indifte- 
rency ?. Thus the Point was underſtood, ' and praftiſed by 
the famous Biſhop Sxder/ſoz, upon one of the moſt Solemn 
Occaſions, and in which himſelt was moſt nearly concern'd. 
This eminent Cafſuiſt about 4: Day before his Death, deſired 
his Chaplain Mr. Pullin, to give him. Abjolution: And at his 
performing that Office, he pulPd off his. Cap,. that Mr. Pullin 
might lay his Hand upon his bare Head. -The 
Walton's Life of Bio Ay3immadverter therefore had no. reaſon to 


_— P: ſpend two Pages againſt me, .as if T leftttoo 


Aimed: p. 11,12.) much to the Direction of the Igferiour . 


Clergy, and paid: too {lender a regard to 
the Biſhops. Did this Gentleman expect I ſhould apply 
for Advice to the Biſhops who ſet forth the late Declarari- 
oz ? He could not. imagine this, if he conſidered what he 
had fſaid' himſelf, Pag. 17. If I conſulted the Heads of 
my own Communion, I hope *twas fufficient. But ſup. 
poſing Ididnottrouble any of our diſpoſſeſſed Holy Fathers 


with this Matter, where was the-harmr on't? Had I not | 


both Axtient and Modern Precedents to dire&t me? Had T 
not the Authority of the celebrated Biſhop Sazder/on ? Pray 
»the Prieſt obliged to conſult the Biſhops for Dire&ions at 


an 
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. an Execution ? Does the Church either in her Rabrick, or 


Canons, require ſuch an Application? Nothing of this can 
be pretended. And ſince this Point is left to the Diſcretion 
of the Prieft, and there are no ſtated Ceremonies preſcrib'd, 


-nor _ OS Forms to govern the Offce ; where lics 


the Offence of having recourſe to Primitive Uſage ? Why 
may not the Confeſfor officiate with an antient Geſture 


(praftis?d in other caſes by his own Church ;) as well as 
draw up a private Office, or make uſe of an exremporary 


Prayer? What reaſoncan be aflign'd why there ſhould be 


Teſs of liberty in the former, than in the latter Caſe ? *Tis 


well known the Regulation of the Penirents Conſcience is 
left wholly to the Prie#*s ConduR, both in Priſon, andat 
the place of Execution. The Church interpoſes in no re- 


ſpect. Advice, and Diſcipline, and Devotion, lie all at dif- 


cretion, Now the Succeſs of the Adminiſtration depends 
much more upon the management of theſe Points, than 
uponany Latitudes of Geſture. And ſince the weightier 
Circumſtances go at large, and are reſign'd up to 'Truſt, 
and Prudence, by what reaſoning can we put a reſtraint | 
upon the leſſer ? The truth is, the Church determines no- 
thing in thecaſe ; and where there is no Law, there can be no 
Tranſereſſion. Tttis ſaid the general Law of Decency-is to 
be regarded: I grantit; and affirm that this Rule was ve- 
ry well obſery*d. For the Animadverter cannot deny that 
Tmpoſition of Hands in Abſolution, is a ſignificant, ſolemn, 
and antient Ceremony. Beſides, had there been any thing 
excepticnable in point of Decency, it could amount to no 
more than a DeſeQ in'Condu@,:and a Miſmanagement of 


. Liberty. But as for any Crime, or Diſobedience to Church- 


Authority, it can never be fairly {welPd to fach an Aggra- 
vation ; becauſe there was no breach made in any publick 
Order or Conſtitution. I don't mention this, as it the Pra- 
Qiſe needed an Excuſe, but only to ſhew the Right to ſuch 
a Plea, 'if there had been occaſion. 


B 2 The 


12 


The Animadverter proceeds in his Articles of Impeach-- 


ment, and objeQs,.That-tis againi# the Prattiſe of the Church 


in general, and again#t our own Rubrick in particular, to 
Abjolve ar affett in the Abſolution of a Perſon, whoſe Confeſ- 
I bon and Repentance are known no otherwiſe than 
Animad-p-#: ; ys Teſtimony of others. | The firſt part of this 
Charge is only bare Affirmation, and that which brings no 
Loo needs no confuting : But it may be the ſecontl At- 
tack will be better maintain'd. Here he tells us, That by 
the Rubrick 3» the Viſutation, nl ay Confeſſion of Sins 
is required, and after that, the Prieſts Abſolution i to follow. 
'This is all true, but I think little to his purpoſe. The Church 


adviſes Confeſſion ſhould precede Abfſolution : ' She does fo, 
and with good reaſon. And here was a previous Confeſſi- * 


on in the Inſtance debated. Which way then does my 
PraQiſe claſh with the DireQtions of the Rubrick ? The 
Church for the right Application of the Kzjes,makes Con- 
feſſion'to the Prieſt the Condition of Abſolution. But does 
ſhe oblige the. Peniten to confeſs to more than one? Does 
ſhe make the Office of Abſolution ſingle and ſolitary, or 
forbid the Concurrence of a plurality of _— ? Of 
Presbyters invited to an Aſſiſtance by the Conteſlor,and in- 
tormed with general fſatisfaCtion at the firſt hand ? How- 
ever ; Silence it ſeems is-a perpetual Equivalent to Prohibi- 
tion, and that which is never ſo much as menfion'd is al- 
ways condemned ! This is extraordinary arguing ! Under 
favour, wegnay much better colle&t the ſenſe of the Rue 
brick by the PraQtiſe of reſembling Caſes. And here I al- 


kdg'd both the Antienrt, and our own Church in.my De-- . 


fence. My Inſtance from the Antient Church, was a ge- 
neral Cuſtom of admitting Strangers to Communion, by 
Vertue of a Certificate given by the Biſhop from whence 


they came, 'To this the. Animadverier makes two Excep-- 
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Firſt, He thinks. the Proofs inſufficient, becauſe 

are not particular to the Buſineſs.of Ab/olation, Su 
they are not : If the Reſemblance holds, the Proofs: will 
do io too.. Parallel Caſes, and proportion of Inference, y- 
ſes to be thought good arguing. It ſtands upon: this pam 
Ground : That all Concluſions regularly drawn. from a 
Priaciple, are equally certain. And that when two AQti- 
ons have the ſame Reaſons to yrun they muſt be equally 
defenſible. To apply this Reaſoning. ' Admittance ro 
Communion, includes admittance to A45/olution : And ſince 
I made it appear the Antients' did the firſt. upon the Teſti-- 
mony of others, there was no need of any diſtin& proof 
for the latter. Thoſe who were received to Communion: 
had all the Priviledges of Church-Society. They were ad-"* 
mitted to the Bleſſed Sacrament, . which was always count- 
ed one of the —_— and molt intimate Alts of Commus-- 
nion. Of this the Animadverter may inform himſelf if he 
pleaſes to conſult wy Albaſpinews. Now ſince the Biſhop's. 
Letter gave Strangers a Right to all theſe PII IRCges, it 

ave them by conſequence a Right to Abſolution ; If Abſo-- 

tion was made preparatory to the Sacrament, and given 
in other caſes befides the Relaxation of Cenſures, which I 
ſuppoſe by this. time the Animadverrer will. not deny. 
However; - G : 

Secondly, He is loath to grant the Inſtances Parallel. 

Why ſo? Becauſe the Antients ever gave Certificates to ſuch 
4s were not perſonally known to them,or whoſe Caſe they were nos 
privy to: (Animad. p. 9.) And what follows ? Why that 
the Animadverter has loſt himſelf. I beſeech him was nor- 
Sir William Perkins perſonally known to me, and was I 
not-acquainted with his Cafe? Didnot Sir F. Friend ſtand! 
in the ſame Circumſtances of Intimacy with Mr. Sxats and 


_ Mr. Cook ? And if ſo, why might not. the Teſtimonials 


be interchangeably given, and the Penitents receiv*d to rect 
procal Abſolution ? He muſt not ſay that our being no more. 
than Prieſts, unqualified us for this Privilege. Epiſco- - 
pal CharaCter is net always neceſſary for-Recommendati- - 
OR» / 


| 
/ 
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«on; The dAnimedverter: himiclf obſerves, "That our. Laws 
_ and Canons require, That the Perſonto be Ordain'd ſhould be 
recommented by ſome approved Presbjters. So that notwith- 
ſtanding my 1mprovement of his. Argument, my Inſtance 
from Antiquity remains parallel to the Caſe in hand, and 
ſtands in full force againſt him. Farther. "That 'ſome of 
:the higheſt FunCtions of the Clergy might be diſcharg'd 
upon Confidence and Recommendation, I proved from our 
 +own Ordination-Office : This he is pleaſed to call a grof mi- 
fake; tho? noSunſhine can be clearerthan the Evidence of 
what Iaffirm'd, as the Reader may ſee by peruſing the Of- 
:fice. Nay, the 'dnimadverter is 10 unlucky as to confeſs 
thus much in - his very” Endeavours: of 'Difproof. 
He tells you, That Orders amongit us are never 
-conferd upox ſuch as are not perſonally known. Pray by whom 
muſt they be perſonally known? By the Clergy 
who give them their Tehimoniels, andiby the Arch- 
Deacon t920 as far as Enquiry and Examination. But 
*what is all this to the Point? Here 1s no contradiction to 
.any Aﬀertion.of mine ; nor any thing that condemns my 
- Praiſe. To put the Queftion home. Is the Biſhop, or 
;the Clergy aſliſtingat the Ordination, bound to immediate 
knowledge of-the Life, or ſufftciency of the Perſon Or- 
-daired? This I deny : And unleſs the Animadverter can 
; wo the Affirmative, he ſays nothing. But here he is ſi- 
lent, and when he does ſpeak, *tis-againſt himſelf, The 
ArchsDeacon (lays he) is to enquire of the Candidate's — 
a, |  Uifications, and ro declare publickly tothe Biſbop, That 
"+. -: be believes the Perſon a apt-and meer for the 
 Miniſtiy. Now I would gladly underſtand, why the A4rch- 
' Deacon ſhould tell the Biſhop all this, if he knew it be- 
fare.?. Information always ſuppoſes Ignorance-in-the Per- 
Jon-inform'd, or at leaſt that ris lawful for him to be ſo. To 
acquaint the Bifhop with what he was bound tro know by 
immediate Tryal; .and /Experiment, - would bt extreamly 
antoward. The Church don't uſe to:trifle/at this rate in 
' pretl | her 
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' _ her ſolemn Offices., Inſhors,..the FunQtionsof | the (frok- 


Deacon are Demonſtrations, thatthe Ordainers are not obliw. 


ged to | Knowledge. of - the Oraained, 'This. is ſo 


plain, I'm amaz'd.the Animadverter ſhou'd venture. 


upon ContradiQion, andentangle himſelf ſo unhappily; in 
the _— Sure this Gentleman preſumes very-mucht 


upon the Favour, and implicit weakneſs of - the-Reader, 
otherwiſe he would never diſpute-inthis manner! The 4- 
nimadverter.tortifies himſelf, and adds, That! there was no... 


| Neceffity for this manner of Abſolution: For if. the _ 
Confeſſary had given it withogt wy. Aſſiſftarit it had % 
been ſufficient, Thus Argument ita 


which nothing can be a greater Miſtake.  ?Tis-true, what 
is not neceſſary may be omitted, but. it. does nor. therefore) 


follow that it mu#f, Religion, -and' common Life would ” 


make but a lean Appearance, were they: {tinted to. the Al» 


lowance of Neceſſity, But there needs to be no-more ſaid 


| about this matter. . A- 


nds upon a falſe Bottom,:.. 
and ſuppoſes nothing lawful but what is neceſſary, than 


3d Thing which the Azimadverter fanciesto be irregalar,-. 


is the pronouncing Abſolution in publick, when there was not- 


any publick Confeſſion. IT am ſurprized the | Animadverter » 


ſhould obje& this tome : Havel not told him1 was deny'd- 


the Liberty of viſiting Sir William Perkins for two or three 7. 


of the laſt Days, and that he deſired to receive Abſolution' 
? Pm ſorry he forces me upon the Repetition: + 


at my Hands es 1 
of theſe Things. Farther, As toSir Wiliamw's being privy 
to the intended Aſſaſſination, there was both publick'Con- 


feſſion and Repentance too, if he will believe the Commitrree.: . 
And for this Point I refer him to the Yotes of Apr,.2d, and: \ 


to what I have obſerved upon them, 
Abſolution of. a Penitent, &c. | This is a 


unheard of Siogularity 7 I ſhalt obſerve: to bum 40: 


ſalficenr Anſwer | 
to what is objeted.. | Bur becauſe the, Animadyerter is 10: - 
_ and triumphant in this Paragraph, and charges me: - 
Wit! 


| the - 
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-the 3d place, That Abſolario» was ſametimes pablick among 
the Antients when Confeſſion was private. 1 have already 
proved, That 46/ol/stion was frequently green at the begin- 
wing of Penance, and the Animadverter grants it at the exd 
of it. The proving 'therefore roar Pennance affigt'd to 
privite Confeffion, proves: Abſolurion was publick, tho? 
Confeſſion was not fo. Becauſe without Abſolution, Pen- 
nance could not be regularly compleated, nor the-Perſon 
reſtored to the Peace of the Church. Now that thoſe who 
confeſſed privately wereorder*d to do opex Pennance, with. 
out bein obliged to pabliſh their particular Miſcarriages, 
Appears 3 & Canon of St. Baſil to Amphilochiane, 
Adulterio pollut as Mulieres & confitentes ob pietatem —- Pub- 
| aca ro parres noſtr prehibacrunt, eas autem Stare ſine 
Communione juſſerunt donec impleretur Tempus Penitentie: 
And from th 5$th Cano of this Father *tis plain, that 
theſe Women were diſpenſed with in the three firſt Stages 
of Pennance. They were excuſed the Diſcipline of the 
Flentes, Audientes, and m— and immediatel _ 
$a among the Conſiſtentes to prevent the Diſco- 
DRILLS very of their Crime, Farther. Tis well 
known that before the time of Ne#arius Biſhop of Conſtan- 
#inople, publick Pennance was uſed in the Eaſtern» Church, 
as well as in the Weſtern. For the better regulation of this 
ZUNE Diſcipline there was a Perſon choſen to in- 
Wee +5619: ſpe the State of the Penitents, and receive 
their Confeflions. 'To this Office Sozomen tells us*twas cu- 
ſomary to appoint ſome Prieft eminent for 

- his Prudence and regular Behaviour ; but e- 
ſpecially one who was remarkablc for his Secrecy. - Now to 
what purpoſe ſhould this laſt Qualification be thought ſo 
neceſſarym a Pexitentiary, if Confeſſions were not deliver'd 
| as Secrets, and kept ſo too ? And accordingly we find that 
a: Perſor of Quality, who occaſioned the Change of Diſci- 
['N pline in'the Church of Confantinople, Confeſs'd to none but 
M! ae Prieſt, 'tho* ſhe wes at the ſame time openly Penitent. 


For 
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For tho? Confeſſions were private, yet Pennance was then 
publick, and by conſequence Abſolurion too. 

- The Animaadverter objects in the 
athPlace ; That their concarring all three tqge- Paget. 

ther in the Abſolution, cannot be [efficiently EXCU> 

ſed, Why fo? I had given him ſeveral Reaſons why it 
needed no excuſe. Upon what account are they all paſſed 
over ? If they are defeCtive, he ſhould have ſhown it. 
The Amnimadverrer grants that this. joynr Abſolution, per- 
haps carries nothing of ill with it. How comes 1t about then 
to be no ſmall Preſumption, as he calls it ? Is it ſo great a 
Preſumption to do that which carries nothing of 11] inc ? 
Yes. In ſome Peoples Opinion a greater than the con- 
trary. . But the Preſumption lies, it may be, ix pre- 
tending to do a thing ſo unuſual in the Church, without 
any Church-Rule, &c. T have already ſhown this Practiſe 
not to be unuſual, and juſtified it from Precedenrs of Anti- 
quity, and Parallel Caſes in our own Church ; and till- the 
Animadverter can anſwer what I have brought, I think he 
preſumes too far in making his Exceptions. As for any di- 
rect Precedent at home, there is no neceſſity for that. *Tis 
true, we officiated as Prieſts of the Church of England ; but 
we were not tyed up toany Litargick Rites, nor acted un- 
der any Church-Rale, "The Office was private, and leit at 
liberty. In ſuch Circumſtances, Parallel Reatonings and 
Warrants [rom Primitive Practiſe, are iufficient Jultifica- 
tions, Where Matters arc «2aetermined by Authority, nC= 
thing but Oppoſitioz can make a Fault : In theſe cales, he 
that i z3t zzainit the Clurch, i for Her. All this while I 
argue only tor my ſelt,tho? it any thing I have ofter*d proves 
{crviccable to. Mr. Szatt, and Mr. Cock, I am glad of it. 
Ioweverl can't help thinking the Animadverter un- 
lair in-laying, I peak for the ret : Since T have tul- 
ly deciared the contrary ; and publiſfd an Adver- Fd. 2. 
71/exzezt On purpole to prevent all poſlibiliry of mi- Dies 
itake, 


Ibid, 
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At laſt the Animaduerrer objefts, That I combat 
an Adverſary of my own making. It ſeems 

then, that I Arr proved more than was neceſſa- 
ry, and over-defended my ſelf. Beſt of all ! I 
had rather do fo, than fall ſhort. But F miſtook the Bi- 
ihop's Declaration. For they never denied that the laying on of 
| Hands was oftentimes uſed by the Antients in Abſg- 

| hay lution : But they underſtood, ( I preſume.) And 
thus he preſumes, and conjeCtures the Senſe of theſe Reve- 
rend Prelates for a Page together : And writes more upon 
their Thoughts, than their Declaration. But the Animadver- 
ter docs but preſume all this while. Pm glad to find he is 
not poſirive. A Parentheſis of Conſcience, is better than 
none atall, However; with this Gentleman's Favour, I- 
had reaſon to prove the Abſolution unexceptionable, both 
with reſpeCt to Impoſition of Hands, and the other Circum- 
ſtances mentioned in my Defence. For the Biſhops were 
pleaſed to make a kind of general Aſſault, ſo that *rwas ne- 
ceſlary to guard at all Quarters. And that I did not defend 
my ſelt without an Aegreſſor, will appear by conſidering 
the Declaration, Here, theſe Reverend Prelates condemn 
the Ab/ſolurion. upon two accounts. They are pleaſed to 
lay, Twas both irrezular in the Thing,and inſolent in the Man- 
ner ., without Precedent either in our Church, or any 
ot her that we know of, To be clear. What is the 
Fhing ? The Thing, :s the Abſolving Sir William, and 
Sir Joh, preciſely and irreſp:ct*wely confider'd, without 
relation to Place, Ceremony, or Words, This I have di- 
' fpatch*d elſewhere, and ſol ſhall leave it. But what 4s the 
M. wicr? The Declaration will tell you, ? Tis Abſolving at 
| the place of Execution ; by laying all three their 
DecuateP® Hands upon their Heads, and pablickly pronoun- 
cing a Form of AbſSlation. The Impoſition of Hands, the 
joynt Ab/olation, the publick pronouncing 4 Form, are all 
Branches of the Maxrer, in the Biſhop's Deſcription. This, 
| theſe 
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theſe Reverend Prelates are pleas'd to condemn withont Re- 
{ſtriction of 'Cenfure, DxtinCtion of Caſe, or Particula- 
rity of Circumſtance. Had I not reaſon then to ſuppoſe 
their Exception gezeral, and defend the whole ? With ſub- 
miffion, why was Impoſition þ 4 Hands cenſured in the 
groſs, if it was not altogether dilliked, or thought at leaft 
too much for any Churchman, but a Biſhop ? And as for 
the Form; if it was not a Fault, why does it appear. in ill 
Company ? Why is it brought to the Bar, and placed a- 
mong, other cxceptionable Circumſtances ? It wears a ſu- 
ſpeed Livery, and ſtands with the Articles of Accuſati- 
on, without any mark of Innocence, or Diſtinttion. Yet 
after all. To do theſe Reverend Prelates juſtice, I don't 
think them averſe to a Form of Abſolution; neither did I 
afirmit. TI faid no more than that *twas mention'd with 
ſeeming Colanefi, and Abatements of Expreſſion : And with 
ſubmiſſion, ſol fay ſtill ; and the wording of the Declara- 
tion proves it. So that this Remark of mine has neither 
Diſingenuity, nor falſe Accuſation int, as the Animadver- 
ter pretends. ?Tis only a gentle Reprizal on the Declaratioz 
when it lay fair. And this T perſwadermy elf the Reve- 
rend Prelates will nottake amils, if they pleaſe torefle& on 
the unexpetted Language I had been treated with, 


The Animadverter is now come to the 
2d Branch of his firſt Diviſion, and confiders P.z: 15. 
the Ab/olutioz with relation to the Stare. And 
hcre he makes the Countenance of a very obliging Perſon. 
He is ſure he does not hate me, He would rather 
excuſe, rhan ageravate my Crime, as he phraſes 
it. Nay, for once, to be courteous, He will even force 
himſelf azainit his Reaſon. What can be more Tender and 
Melting, than ſuch Expreſſions as theſe ? What ! Deny his 
Judgment out of Good Nature, and be Civil againſt 
Senſe, and Reaſon? Who could deſire a Friend to go far- 
C. 2 ther ? 
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ther? And can you imagine a Gentleman-of all this Cere- 
mony ſhould charge me with /mpertinext Allegations, pro- 
nounce me guilty of a daring piece of Inſolence ; call me a 
new-faſbion'd Guide, and that I am nearet of Kjn to a 
Church beyond the four Seas, which without doubt is ſome 
terrible one, if there be not more of them. Bur this is not 
all. He makes me an Abettor of Aſſaſinations, and prays 
God I may be the lat Confeſſary that may trouble rhe World in 
this kind: And laſtly, endeavours to menace my Brethren 
of the Clergy, into a Proteſtation againit my Procer dings: 
Which if the ' refuſe to make, it ſeems they muſt nr be 

. allow'd to have any Flour, Conſcience, or 
Page 7, 16, Protettion either, it he can help it. Here is 
pr” ſtark Love and Kindneſs for you! Was ever 
any Treatment more engaging, or good Humour ſer off 
with better advantage ? This is: the gentle 
P's. Animadverter, who does not love to uſe hard 
words, who hates it in others, &c| "I his Gentleman puts 
+ ohne for OO mind of the * 31aid of Presbourzh, who 
Exccu:jons. in , MAaKes You a very. decent Honour, and is 
the Figure of « ſtrangely Careſling in her Geſture, when ſhe 
woman. © js jult. going to diſpatch you. *Tis well the 
Animadwuerter has not Force for ſuch a Complement, tor he 
has ſhown his Inclization enoughrin all Conſcience. Bur 
the beſt ont 15, the Cauic has made him |.inder in his Rea- 
/oaius, than in his Language, To engage him a little far- 
ther. He tancies /he Abſolutzon was intended to 
hea be publick. How does the Animadverter make 
out this? Becauſe I had informd him that Mr, Aſhton was 
publickly Abſolved ar the ſame place, and in the ſame manner ; 
and as he adds, by a Noa-jarant Miniffer, Granting all this, 
what follows? It ſeems it follows, That he that /eriouſly 
conſiders this, will be very apt to believe that it was the Reſoln- 
tion of the Non-jarant Clergy to cbſolve their Friends in that 
manner, Some People are very apt to believe, and to ſay 
tg9o, more than is neceſſary : And *tis not always jo” En 
v:dence, 


#-- i & 
vidence, or -good Nature that makes them fo forward. 
Mr. 4ſbron-was publickly Abſolved by a Non-jurant Clet- 
gy-man, therefore all.the Clergy of that Perſwaſion, have 
concerted a Re<ſulution to Abſolve theirFriends in that man- 
ner ! Where is the Conſequence of this? Oze did it ozce, 
therefore a/l muſt do it always ! Are all theſe Non-jurant 
Churchmen of a Mind in everything ? Are they ſo much 
relign'd to any ſingle Authority, or ſo unalterably bound 
up to Prece«ert, as not.to leave themſelves a Lazirude for 
Time and Occaſion? Such lame Comettures as theſe, rai- 
{ed into Accuſation, are no generovs Indications. Hethat 
charges ſo high as the Animadverter, certainly ought to 
prove his point a little more home. The Animadverter 
asks me, 1\/by I will not reveal any part of the Con- *_ 
feſſion? I conceive he might have given himſelf . ©9875: 
an Anſwer, I hadtold him, I was not obliged to reveal 
it ; and what I was not obliged to reveal, the Caron obli- 
ged me. not to reveal, Fad I done otherwiſe, I had been 
pronounced Irregular, been talſe to Truſt, and Conkideiice ; 
betray*d and diſcouraged Confeſſion : T had been guilty of 
a PraQtiſe both diſhonourable, and unconſcientivus, and 
deeply cenſured by Aztiquity, as well as our own Church, 
This Plea, had tt any thins to ſupport it, the Ant- 
madverter Owns would be the beit Argument. He "py 
means, I ſuppoſe, ?*twould be a good one, and juſtifie the 
whole-Prattiſe, And which way does he prove it unſup- 
ported ? Why, he wondersat it, and makes a ſtrong Ap- 
peal, and asksa foreign Queſtion. or two, and falls intoa 
tir of Satyr, and ſo takes Jus leave : But as for engaging the 
main diificulty, and proving the Caſe exempted by the Ca- 
20, he deſires your Excuſe. "This is the Animadvuertents 
gentle way of contuting the bei# Argament ; and you may 
gueſs at the reaſon of his Civility, And, tho' the Animaad- 
wvertcy has not an{wer'd what I offer d in my. two firſt Pa- 
pers; yet if he pleaſes to ſee this matter treated more at 
large, he may conſult my Reply #o the Abſolution of a Pe- 
nient, 
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nitent, &c, Which, tho? written before, was publiſhed 
ſome few Daysafter his Animadverſions. The Animaduer- 
ter 1s offended, becauſe we did not conceal the Ab- 
P42*23*  ſolutton fromthe People, How could thatbeata 
publick Execution ? Would he have had us H herd over 
the Office, as if it had been Treaſon, as *twas in Daxiels 
Time, ro pray to GOD Almighty? Had this Method 
been taken, the Charity of ſome of the Audience might 
have ſaid we had mutter'd a Charm, or at leaſt, made uſe 
of a Form of that Church on the other ſide the four Seas, 
But we were to blame tor letting all: rhe Heareys 
know it to be an Abſolution. "That's ſtrange! He 
ſuppoſes the People to hear the Form pronounc'd, and yet 
they muſt not «nderſ/tand it | I perceive the Animadverter 
15 for Prayers 1n an «anknown Language, otherwiſe his Expe- 
dient is.impraCticable. After all ; why ſo private in a ſo- 
lemnand warrantable Action ? Why ſhould Innocence and 
Regularity be afraid of Notice and Obſervation? I have 
ſhown the Office in all reſpects defentible : And had no 
reaſon when I was in a peblick place, to perform it in a con- 
ſcions and clancular manner. But by pronouncing 
the Abſolution, we look'd upon the Fact as no Sin : 
Juſt on the contrary. He tmay be aflured if we had not 
believ*d ſome Fats of thole Gentlemen to have been ſexs, 
we had-never Ab/o1//4 them. For Innocence ſtands in no 
need of Forgivencſs. But. what theſe .Fa#s were, I can 
never tell him. He infiſts farther ; That if Sir William 
died a Penitent, and 1 Ahſolsd him as ſuch, then ſurely 
; Sir William aid expreſs his Repentance for being 
P38 27- roncernd is the intended A ſſaſtnation, I have ful. 
ly fatisfied this point in my Reply, &c. and thither I refer 
the Animadyerter. There the Reader allo may ſee his 
State=Objettions anſwer'd more at large; my Adverſary 
in that Paper having propoſed the chict of them be- 
tore. 


I1d, 


Ibid, 


And 


6. [23 ] 
And by this time, I ſuppoſe,- the Animaduver- Pa. 25. 
| zer's Harangue may be inoffenſive, and the edge 

of his Satyr rebated. He may now, take down his Tri- 
umphal Arch, recant his Cenſures, and recal his 
Proteſtation. And if I might adviſe him, as he Pag-2% 
| has done the Clergy ; It ſhould be to exert him. 
| ſelf with more "Temper and Caution : And for his own 
fake at leaſt, to keep Zgal and Juſtice, Paſſion and Conſci- 
ence, {omewhat better proportion'd. 


* Taly 15. 
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